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Extratts from the Addrefs of Sir Archibald Macdonald, 
Knt. his Majefty’s Attorney General, to the Genilemen 
of the Fury who brought in Thomas Paine guilty of a 
Libel, in publifhing “* The Second Part of the Righis 
of Man,” delivered December 18, 1792. 


(Continued from Page 178.) ' 


GENTLEMEN OF THE JuRY, 


H* he ftated with any fort of fairnefs, or has he at all 
ftated or adverted to the many, many remedies we have 
for any defect of that fort? Has he ftated the numerous coun- 
cils of a King? His council of Parliament—his council of 
his Judges in matters of Jaw—his Privy Council ? Has he 
ftated the refponfibility of all thofe councils? Some in point 
of character, fome of perfonable refponfibility ? Has he ftated 
the refponfibility of thofe immediate fervants who conduct his 
executive government? Has he ftated the appointment of 
regents ? Has he ftated all t \is, which is indifpenfibly neceflary 
towards a fair and honeft difcuffion (which this book will 
poffibly be called) of this point of his infuperable objection to 
hereditary monarchy? Can this be called any other than grofs 
fuppreflion and wilful mis-itatement, to raife difcontent in half- 
informed minds ? 

Tiere does come acrofs my mind at this moment, -unquef- 
tionably, one illuftrious exception to that doétrine I have 
ftated, of men not the moft capable of governmeMt having in 
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general been chofen in the cafe of ele&tive monarchies ; and 
that isa man whom no indignities, no misfortunes, no difap. 
pointments, no civil commotions, no provocations, ever forced 
from the full and fteady poffeffion of a ftrong mind, which has 
always rifen with elafticity under all the preflure -s that I have 
ftated; and he, though not in one fenfe of that word a great 
Prince, yet is certainly a great Adan, who will go down as fuch 
to the lateft pofterity: Imean the King of Poland. Don’t 
imagine, ¢ gentlemen, that my adverting to this illuftricus chae 
racter is ulelefs, Every gentleman who hears knows he hada 
confiderable part of his matured education in this country, 
Here he familiarized himfelf with the conititution of this 
country. Here'he became informed of the j-rovifions of what 
this man calls the Bill of Wrongs and Infults, without dif. 
paragement to him, for I believe him to be a juft and wife 
prince, of great natural faculties; here it was that he faw, and 
could alone Jearn how the regal government of a free. people 
was conducted, and that under a prince of the houfeof Brunf- 
wick, 

Gentlemen, having ftated thus much to you, I will now, 
for want of fuitable expreflions, (for mine are very feeble) bor- 
row from another ; I certainly _ formed an opinion upon 
this fubject precifely fimilar; to deliver itin plain words would 
exhauft the utmoft of my powers, but I will borrow the words 
of a very able writer, w ho | has moft properly, for fear fome ill 
im; welfion fhould be made by this book on the weaker part of 
malin’ in America, given an anfwer to this book of Mr. 
Paine. Tkat diftinguifhed gentleman, | have reafon to believe, 
though not the chief magiftrate in that country, is the fecond 
in the executive government of it; that is, he is fecond in the 
exercife of the regal part of the NE of that country. 
He takes care to confute accurately what Mr. Paine fays with 
refpect to America; but, borrowing his ¢ words, I beg to be un- 
derftood, tha t this is my opinion of “the work before you, and 
which I humbly offer for your confidcration and adoption. He 
fays, * his intention appears evidently to be, to convince the 
people of Great Britain, that they have neither liberty nor a 
conilitution; that their only pofibl e means to produce thofe 
bieflingsto themfelves, is to topple down head-long their pres 
fent governmentj*and follow implicitly the example of the 


*# *. ~tee 

Gentlemen, the next paflage, which I beg to be underftood 
as mine, I with I could exprets it as well myfelf, it this:— 
« Mr, Paine, in reply, cuts the Gordian knot at once, declares 
the 
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the Parliament of 1688 to have been downright ufurpers, cen 
{ures them for having unwifely fent to Holland for a King, 
denies the exiftence of a Britifi Conftitution, and invites the 
people of England to overturn their prefent government, and 
to erect another upon the broad bafis of national fovercignty 
and government by reprefentation. As Mr. Paine has de< 
parted altogether from the principles of the Revolution, and 
has torn up by the roots all reafoning from the Britifh Con- 
ftitution, by the denial of its exiftence, it becomes neceflary to 
examine his work upon the grounds which he has chofen to 
aflume. If wejudge of the production from its apparent ten- 
dency, we may callit an addrefs to the Englith nation, attempt- 
ing to prove that they havea right to form a new Conftitution 5 
that it is expedient for them immediately to exercife that right, 
and that in the formation of this Conftitution they can do no 
better than to imitate the model fet before them by the French 
National Affembly. However immethodical his pro's Aion 
is, I believe the whole of its argument.tive part may be re 
ferred to thefe three points: If the fubject were to affect only 
the Britifh nation, we might leave them toreafon and act for 
themfelves ; but thefe are concerns equally important to all 
mankind ; and the citizens of America are called upon, from 
high authority, (he alludes to a gentleman in a high fituation in 
that country, who has publifhed an opinion of this book) to 
rally round the ftandard of this champion of revolutions. 
I thall, therefore, now proceed to examine the reafons ;”” and fo 
he goes on. 

Gentlemen, I would adopt, with your permiffion, a few 
more words -from this publication :—** When Mr. Paine in- 
vited toe people of England to deftroy their prefent govern- 
ment, and form another conttitution, he fhould have given them 
fober reafoning, and not flippant witticifms.” Whether that 
is or not the cafe what I have read to you to-day will enable 
you tojudge, * He fhould have explained to them the na- 
ture of the grievances by which they are opprefied, and de- 
prefent organization. He fhculd have pointed out fome pof- 
fible method for them to act, in their original character, with- 
out a total diflolution of civil fociety among them ; he fhould 
have proved what great advantages they would reap as a nation 
from fuch arevolution, without difguifing the great dangers 
and formidable difficulties with which it mutt be attended,” 
So much for the paflagcs themfelves, and this interpretation, 
which I humbly fubmit io your contideration, 
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The nex: matter upon which I fhall proceed is the evidence 
which I propofe to adduce, and that evidence will go to fhew, 
not only the fact of this man’s being the writer of this book, 
by his own repeated admiffion, and by letters under his own 
hand, but will likewife go diretly to fhew what is his intent in 
fuch publication, which appears I think moft clearly ; and over 
and above that I fhall produce to you a letter, which this man 
was plealed to acdrefs to mylelf, in which letter he avows him- 
felf in fo many words the author, and I fhall prove it to be his 
hand-writing ; and further than that, there is matver in that 
letter, apparently fhewing the intention with which that cook 
was wiitten, namely to villify this conftitution, and to injure 
this country irretrievably. 

Two other letters I fhall be under the neceffity of reading to 
you, inwhich he has ftated himfelf the author, The one is 
aletter toa perfon of the name of Jordan, in which he ex- 
prefs himfelf in this manner : 

“© February 16, 1792, (that was the day on which the book 
was publifhed). For your fatisfaction and my own | fend you 
the incloied, though I do not apprehend there will be any oc- 
cafion to ufe it: [f in cafe there fhould, you wili immediately 
fend a line for me, under cover, to Mr. Juhnfon, St. Paul's 
Church Yard, who will forward it to me, upon which I fhall 
come and anfwer perfonally for the work ; fend alfo for Mr, 
Horne Tooke. 

eT. FP” 

The letter inclofed was this ; addreffed to the fame man, 
Jordan, the bookfeller—* Sir, fhould any perfon, under the 
fanction of any kind of authority, enquire of you refpecting 
the author and publifher of the Rights of Man, you will pleafe 
to mention meas the author and publifher of that work, and 
fhew to fuch perfon this letter. 1 will, as foon as I am 
acquainted with it, appear and anfwer for the work per- 
fonally.” 

(To be concluded in our next.) 





REMARKS ow SNEEZING. 
B  Svnnmntcor te the ancients, fneezing was fometimes ace 


counted a lucky omen. Cafaubon however remark’, 
that they thought ita fymptom of fome infirmity. Hence, 
after incezing, a fhort prayer was ufually put up to the Gods; 
fuch as, © Jupiter fave me !” 
Strada 
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Strada wrote a Treatife on Sneezing, wherein he tells us, 
that the cuftom of faluting thofe who {neeze is a relick of Pa- 
anifm. The origin of this cuftom has been generally thought 
of a later date—being referred by fome to that dreadful cra in 
the records of mortality, when fneezing was an epidemick 
difeafe, accompanied by death. 
See notes on the Idyllia of Theocritus, lately tranflated by 


the Rev. R. Polwhele. Idyll. 7. 





INTERESTING TRIALS. 
LINCOLN’s-INN HALL. 
Tugspay, January 15. 


¥ & day the firft Seal was held at Lincola’s-Ina Hall, 


before the Lord Commiffioners. 


BANKRUPTCY. 


The late Lord Chancellor had made an order for the pay- 
ment of interett on a certain tum of money, and the queition 
was, whether that order fhould or fhould not be confirmed ?—~ 
The circumftances of tnis cafe were thefe—Mr. Hankey, 
banker, in the city of London, had lent 13,000}, to Meflis. 
Swanfton and Mills, and took of them tour notes to that 
amount, payable on demand. and one of thea for 3000]. pay- 
able with intereft. This tranfzction, which onits commence- 
ment was without writing, began in 1772, and Mefirs, Swane 
fton and Mills became bankrupts in1781. During thefe nine 
years, viz. from 1772 to 1781, there were fifteen fettlements 
between the parties, and at all tuefe {ettlements Mr. Hankey 
was allowed intereft at 5 per cent. for this 13,0001. 

The eftate of the bankrupts Jay priacipally in the Weft In- 
dies, and this bankruptcy was not finally arranged and {ettled 
tillthe year 1791, when it w.s found that the bankrupts, after 
paying 20s. in the pound, had a iurplus; and the queftion was, 
whetner Mr. Hankey was entitled to interett out of that fund 
for his 13,000]. from the year 1781, the date of tae com- 
miffion, till the year 1791, when this bufinefs was finally ad- 
julted, 

On the one hand it was contended by Meflrs. Mansfield, 
Hollas, and Cooke, that Mr. Hankey was entitled to intere(t. 
Much ftrefs in the courfe of the arguments was laid on the cafe 
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of Broomley and Goodier, decided by Lord Hardwicke in the 
year 17435 that is 50 yearsago, hat cafe applied to ins 
terefi due under bonds and p: ‘omiffory notes. But it was fube 
mitted that there was no difference whatever, whether money 
was due under bond or promiffory note, or any other-contrad, 
provided it was payable with intereft. It was of no confe. 
quence whether the contract had been reduced into writing or 
not. One of the four notes on the face of* it was payable with 
intereft, becaufe intereft was exprefsly mentioned, and there- 
fore there was no doubt of it; and although the intereft was 
not mentioned on the other three notes, as little doubt could be 
entertained about them. From the year 1772 to the year 
4781, when the bankruptcy happened, there were fiftecn fet 
tlements, and at all thefe Mr. Hankey was allowed at the rate 
of Sper cent. for bis 13,000].—This was a ftrong demonttra- 
ticn that the original agreement between the partics was, that 
sntercft at 5 per cent. fhould be paid for this large fum. If 
this wanted any corroboration, it was ftrengthened by Mr, 
Hankey having made affidavit that this 1 3,000. was actually 
Jent at 5 per cent. 

It was unneceflary to be ftated on the face of the notes, 
that they were payable withintereft. They were payable on 
demand, and therefore if a demand was made and the money 
not paid, intereft was due from that moment, though it was not 
mentioned in the notes. In like manner, when a note was 
payable at a certain day, and a demand was made that day, and 
not complied with, intereft began to run. If an action had 
been brought on thefe notes, a jury would have allowed intereft 
in the nature of damages. Some great men had differed how 
much that intereft fhould be. ‘The Lord Chief Juitice of the 
King’s Bench, thought 4 per cent. was {uflicient.—This was 
at the rate of intercit given by the Court of Chancery.— 
Others entertained adifferent opixicn. The only giving 4 per 
cent. might perhaps have fome cirect on tome : gentlemen of 
the city of London, who made feven or cig ght per cent. of their 
money. It was fubmitted that there was no fubftantial difte- 
rence on the nature of damages and intereft in this cafe. It 
was even thought that an action of debt might be maintained 
for the intereft as wella as the principal. 

Mr. Solicitor General on the other fide, ina moft ingenious 
and elaborate fpeech, {tated a number of {trong objections to 
the cafe of Bromley and Goodicr, upon which fo mach ftrefs 
had been-lain by his learned friends onthe other fide. He ob- 
ferved, 
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ferved, that if he had lived in'the year 1743, he fhould have 
entered intoa rebellion againft the cafe before the year 1745. 

This was a hard cafe, and deferved their Lordfhips’ moft 
particular attention. He conceived, notwithftanding all that 
had been faid, that there was not a fufficient degree of evi- 
dence in this cafe to prove that this loan of 13,000]. was ine 
tended to bearintereft. The contract had been reduced inte 
writing. Written evidence was the beft, and therefore the 
onlyevidence. When therefore no intereft was mentioned in 
thefe notes, were they to admit parole evidence to contradi& 
this written evidence, and to fhew that they were to be paid 
with intereft. Was the fame effeét to be given to all the four 
notes, although one of them was payable with intereft on the 
face of it, and in the other three not one word of intereft was 
mentioned, It had been ftated by his learned friends, that in- 
tereft had aiually been paid for nine years ; but fuppofe the 
bankruptcy had happened fix months after the loan, Mr. Ha 
key could only have recovered the amount of the principal in 
thefe three notes, and if fo, he could recover no more than the 
principal, although the bankruptcy did not happen till twenty 
years after the date of the loan; but fuppofing intereft was to 
be paid, attention was to be had to time and circumftances,— 
He faw neither law nor juftice when the value of money was 
only 3 per cent. for acourt or jury to allow 5 per cent. Furs 
ther, fuppofe intereft was to be paid for this 13,0001. during the 
time Swanftonand Mills had the ufe of it, yet it was extremely 
unfeafonable to demand any intereft for it fubfequent to the 
date of the commiffion, when the eftate was taken‘ from the 
bankrupts and put into the hands of the affignees. 

Mr. Hankey had declared, that he had nothing for his money 
but the intereft. The learned Counfel could not fee that, 
when Swanton and Mills, prior to their bankruptcy, were 
paying into the houfe of Hankey very large fums of money, 
fometimes more than 13,0001. for which they received no in- 
tereft at all. 

The Lord Commiffioner Eyre faid, that the obfervations 
made in the cafe of Bromley and Goodier, made a ftrong im- 
preflion on his mind, and if that cafe were now open to re- 
vifion, he would not fay how they might decide, but now that 
this cafe had ftood as law for 50 years, he thought him{ut 
bound by it, and he thought the prefent cafe came directly 
within the principle of Bromley and Goodier. He conceived 
in this cafe it was very clear that the contract between the par= 
ties was to pay intercft as long as they had the ufe of the 
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money, that is up to the bankruptcy; and his Lordthip thought 
the parties, at the time of the contract, could have no idea of 
the bankruptcy which happened nine years after, and therefore, 
if it was a contract for intereft, it would go tothe time fubfe- 
quent to the commiffion, as well as to that which preceded it, 
and if fo the Chancellor’s order was right. 

Commiffioner Athhurft thought they muft now confider the 
cafe of Bromley and Goodier to be law, and then he could not 
diftinguith the principle of thetwo cafes. Befides thefe notes 
were payable on demand, and the Court might fuppofe that a 
demand was made and not complied with, and therefore ine 
tereft would run from that time. But here his Lordthip con- 
ceived there was abundant evidence that the contract was to 
pay interelt. 

Commiffioner Wilfon thought this a very weighty anda dif 
ficult queftion. He withed it had come in by bill inftead of 
petition, that it might have been determined with more fo- 
Iemnity. If the cafe of Bromley and Goodier was wrong, 
and yet was continued, he did not know to what mifchievous 
confequences it might in time lead. If it was right, he muf 
admit that the prefent cafe muft be governed by it. 

No intereft could be due on notes payable on demand tilla 
demand had once. been made; and as in this cafe there was no 
evidence of fuch a demand, he muft fuppofe that no demand 
was made. He was inclined, however, to fubmit on the au- 
thority of Bromley and Goodier. 

The Lord Commiffioner faid, the order of the Jate Chan- 
cellor for proving the intereft of this money fubfequent to the 
Commiffion mutt be confirmed, 

Commiffioner Wilfon thought it would be mifchievous. 

The Lord Commiffioner obterved, in cafes of bankruptcy it 
but very rarely happened that there was any furplus. 





COURT of KING’s BENCH, 
Tuursbay, January 31. 


Hope AND OTHERS, verfus CHAMPION AND OTHERS. 


ON Wednefday laft came on to be tried at Guildhall, Lon- 
don, before Mr. Juftice Buller and a refpectable jury, a caule 


of importance to owners and Captains of fhips, 
9 This 
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This a@tion was brought by Mefirs. Hope, Liddle, Scott, 
and Hurry, owners of the fhip Friends, and confiderable fhip- 
owners at North Shields, againft the defendants Meffts. Cam- 
pion, Coates, Holt, Lacy, and Campion, owners of the fhip 
Recovery, of Whitby. It appeared by the evidence of the 
plaintiffs’ witnefles, the pilot, the matc, the carpenter, and 
another of the fhip’s company, that in the month of Auguft 
laft the fhip Friends came up to Blackwall in the day-tide, and 
there anchored, and that in the night-tide, the weather being 
ferene and fine at the time, the fhip Recoveiy alfo came up to 
Blackwall, and dropt her anchor clofe under the thip Frieads, 
thereby giving her a foul birth ; upon which the mate of the 
Friends called to the Recovery’s people to remove, as other 
wife they muft, on the turn of the tide, {wing foul of each 
ether’s anchor ; but which the Recovery’s people refufed to 
do, at the fame time bidding the mate take care of his own 
fhip, and not trouble himfelf with them. ‘The event, however, 
verified the mate of the Friends’ opinion, for at low water, on 
the fhip’s {winging, the Recovery ran foul of the Friends’ an- 
chor, broke it, and fet the Friends adrift, and before fhe could 
Jet go another anchor and bring up, fhe ran foul of another 
fhip which lay aftern of her, and thereby fprung her mizen- 
matt, and carried away all her mizen rigging, and tore her wi- 
zen to picces, which the defendants retuled to make good or 
repair. 

This action was therefore brought to recover the amount of 
the damages fuftained by the fhip Friends, which was oppofed 
by the defendants in a very lame defence, on the ground that 
they had alfo received damage, and would pay the plaintiff's’ 
damage, if plaintiffs would pay their’s; and conten Jing, that 
if the plaintiffs forefaw the probability of danger, they ought 
to have moved their fhip to avoid it. To prove which, the 
defendants called a pilot anda publican, who not being able to 
prove any thing in favour of the defendants, attempted to, rove 
that the ihip Friends had ran foul of and broxe her own anchor, 
but with no better effect; the deien tants’ Countel ebferv ng, 
he wifhed they were fafe moored fomewhere elfe, as he could 
make nothing of them. 

The learned Judye fummed up the évidence to the Jury 
with great impartiality, o ferving that he ihould te forry if 
fuch a cuftom was but for a moment to prevail, as that a thip 
fafe moored thould be obliged to give way to another who 
wilhed to come in her place. 
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The Jury without hefitation gave a verdict for the plaintiffs 
to the full amount of the damages fuftained. 





OVvERSEERS OF THE Poor. 


AN indi&tment had been preferred againft the overfeers of 
the poor of a particular parifh, for difobeying the orders of a 
magiftrate, which commanded them to adminifter private re. 
lief to a parifhioner, whofe name was mentioned in the faid 
order, 

It appeared in evidence before the Court, in confequence 
of an at of Parliament, (and fuch acts were very general over 
the kingdom) that the power of adminiftering relief, which by 
the common law was vefted in the overfeers of the poor, was 
transferred to the guardians of the poor ; and that confe- 
quently the overfeers had been guilty of no offence. The aé 
provided, that a work-houfe fhould be ere¢ted, and that all the 
poor of the parifh fhould refort there for relief. 

It was contended by Mr. Mingay, that it was a great hard- 
fhip and inconvenience, that boys and girls, as well as the aged 
and infirm, who were incapable of fupporting themfelves, 
fhould be obliged to leave their own habitations, where they 
had refided many years, as well as the fociety of their friends 
and relations, for the purpofe of going to a diftant part of the 
parifh, to be maintained in a work-houfe, and perhaps to be 
fhut up in the fame apartment with the fick and the difeafed.— 
He conceived private relief was much preferable. 

The Court were of opinion, that thefe ats of Parliament, 
which had been extremely general over the kingdom, and 
which had provided that work-houfes fhould be ereéted for the 
poor, had been attended with the moft falutary confequences. 
At firit people did not like to gointo them. But fome time af- 
terwards, the poor, by having converfed with thofe who had 
been in them, and who had found their fituation fo much more 
comfortable than at their own dwellings, had been glad to get 
intothem. The hardfhip and inconvenience ftated by the 
learned Counfel, were purcly imaginary ; and the guardians of 
the poor would take care, as was done in other cafes, that there 
fhould be feparate rooms for the fick, and that they fhould not 
be mixed with thof in perfeé& health. Sometimes private re- 
lief was adminiftered to individuals, and with great propriety. 
But the Court thought they could not interfere with the guar- 
dians of the poor, but leave it entirely to them, With refpect 
to 
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to the conveniences of thefe houfes, inftead of poor perfons 
wandering about in the ftreets, dirty, idle, and unoccupied, 
fince thefe aéts of Parliament the poor had been inftructed in 
the principles of morality and religion. Many of thefe houfes 
had a chaplain, who did duty twice aday. They were kept 
clean, and were obliged to do fome work. This was ‘much 
better than to fend them out into the ftreets, with a fhilling in 
their pockets, to live at their own houfes, in the character of 


aupers. im 
: The Court was clearly of opinion that the overfeers of the 


poor had done their duty. 





Exsey verfus GARDE. 


THIS was acafe which the Court confidered to be of fome 
importance. A carpenter voluntarily undertook to build a 
houfe for a man, but fo far from keeping his promife, never 
proceeded inthe building. An action was commenced againtt 
him fora breach of this promife, and the queftion for the opi- 
nion of the Court was, Whether the aétion could be main= 
tained ? 

It was contended by the Counfel for the plaintiff, that as 
the defendant, if he had built the houfe, could have proceeded 
at law to recover his bill, fo he ought to be liable to an action for 
non- feazance, by neglecting fo to do. 

The Counfel on the other fide cited many cafes to thew that 
this ation was not maintainable. 

The Court faid, that a common porter,’(one of the cafes 
cited by the Counfel), was certainly obliged to carry meflages, 
&c. in like manner as an inn-keeper was compelled to receive 
guefts and travellers; but the cafe was different with refpe&t to 
carpenters, who were not obliged to build a houfe for any per 
fon, unlefs they pleafed. The promife in queftion was merely 
voluntary, and therefore the action could not be maintained, for 
it was not founded upon a contract. 





COURT o KING’s BENCH, 


SATURDAY, February 2. 


PrigstTMAN verfus GODDARD, 


bs was acaufe of general importance to the trading 
wotid, 
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It was an action of trover, to recover a bill of exchange va. 
Jue 20]. drawn bya Mr. Kemmings, upon —————, and acs 
cepted by the defendant. 

Mr. Bearcroft, Counfel for the plaintiff, faid, that his client 
was a pawvn >roker, and had received the bill in queftion from a 
Mr. Knight, without knowing it had been loft. He appre. 
hended the law to be this:—If a man loft aguinea he had 
marked, and another perfon picked it up, and went to market 
with it, the perfon with whom he had laid it out, had no right to 
return it to the owner, provided he took it under no circum. 
ftances of fraud. “This law particularly applied to bills of ex. 
change, a fpecies of paper-money, without which trade and 
commerce could not be carried on. 

A fhopman to Mr. Prieftman faid, that Mr. Knight brought 
the bill to his mafter’s fhop, and gave it in payment for a watch 
and feal: the witnefs had known Knight a long time before, by 
his having pledged feveral valuable articles; he never heard 
that he was a fwindler ; nor did he know his place of refidence, 
but was informed by Knights that his place of abode was in 
Compton-ttreet ; the bill was taken, without hefitation or in- 
quiry, merely ypon the credit of the acceptor. When the bill 
got into the hands of the defendant, he detained it as one that 
had been loft and advertifed, 

It wes proved, on the part of the defendant, that a pocket- 
book, containing, among other things, the bill in queftion, was 
loft, and immediately advertifed in the Daily Advertifer— 
Hand-bills were allo diftributed in different parts of the me- 
tropolis. The bil] was dated at Alexandria. 

It appeared, that the plaintiff never took in the Daily Ad- 
vertifer. 

Lord Kenyon faid, that the queftion for the determination of 
the Jury would be, Whether, when the defendant received this 
billfrom Knight, he exercifed due care and attention to difco- 
ver if it was a good bill, If a man took a bill that had been 
loft, under circumftances of fraud, or witha want of due care 
and caution, he muft fuftain the lofs produced by his own con- 
duct. His Lordfhip left the whole cafe to the confideration of 
the Jury. 

‘Lhe Jury gave a verdict for the defendant. 





Ropers verfus SEDCOLE. 
THIS was an action brought by the plaintiff againft the de- 
fendant, for cutting and deitioying a hedge in a piece of come 
mon 
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mon field fituate at Enfieli Highway, in the county of Middle- 
fex, held by the defendant as tenant at will, the fact being 
clearly proved to the Court and Jury (which was a fpecial 
one), when after hearing many evidences on the part of the 
defendant in fupport of the pretended right of cutting hedges 
in the common field lands aforefaid, the Jury found a verdict 
for the plaintiffi—Damages 5]. 

The above decifion is very material to hufbandmen, on ac- 
count of its determining that no tenant is juftifiable in cutting 
up or deftroying a hedge in any field whatever (whether com~ 
mon or otherwifc), being a point hitherto much ‘difputed by tas 
occupiers of land. 





COURT of KING’s BENCH, 


Mutiny Act, 


A Soldier had been imprifoned for having a natural child; 
and the queftion was, whether he ought not to be difcharged ? 

Mr. Lowndes obferved, that the mutiny act had made a part 
of the ftatute law of this country, ever fince the Revolution, 
and that it had undergone confiderable changes. By this act, 
as it ftood in the 7th Ann. c. 4, fed.. 65, nofoldier, who had 
entered voluntarily into his Majefty’s fervice, could be taken 
out of that fervice, except for Jame criminal matter. By the 
fame aét,as it ftood inthe 4th of Geo. I. no foldier could be 
taken out of lis Majefty’s fervice, and thrown into gaol, ex- 
cept for the commiffion of fome crime, or at the inftance of 
fome. creditor, whofe debt was at icaft 20l. Thefe therefore 
were the only two reafons for whicha foldier could be ar- 
reited, 

The learned Counfel contended that incontinence was not 2.” 
crime by the law of England, and that therefore that foldier 
mutt be difcharged, 

Lord Kenyon faid, that it was for the firft time he had heard 
that incontinence was not an offence. If it was not the 
Spiritual Courts had acted improperly fince their firit inftitus 
tion. He was clearly of opinion, that the Magiftrates wha 
committed the foldier had done no more than their duty. 


Account 
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Account of an Extraordinary Converfion. 


To the PRIN TER. 
SIR; 


"gt me leave to prefent you with a narrative which is 
given by a maternal anceftor of mine, Thomas Gage, 
whofe “ Survey of the Weft Indies,” publifhed in the laft 
century, is known to literary men; but it is not generally 
known, that, in confequence of his communications, the ex- 
pedition againft the Spaniards in the Welt Indies, which was 
commanded by Penn and Venables, in the time of Oliver 
Cromwell, was undertaken, and from which this country de- 
rives the poffeffion of the ifland of Jamaica. 

His family being of the Romith religion, and he himfelf the 
youngeft fon, he was, according to the prevailing cuftom, 
educated for the church, and became an officiating prieft. In 
this charaGter he accompanied certain miffionaries from the 
portof Cadiz, inthe Flota, to Mexico, or New Spain, where 
hre continued a confiderable time, and then repaired to Porto 
Bello, to wait the arrival of the galleons, in order to return to 
Europe. While there, he officiated at mafs in his clerical cha- 
racter, when an event occurred, which finally produced his 
converfion to Proteftantifm. It is related by himfelf in the 
book above quoted, page 197, folio edition, as follows : 

“ While this traffic was,” (alluding to the bufinefs carried 
on while the galleons Jay there) ‘ it happened unto me, that 
which I have formerly teftified in my recantation fermon at St. 
Paul’s church, which, if by that means it have not come unto 
the knowledge of many, I defire again to record it in this my 
hiftory, that to all England it may be publifhed; which was, 
that one day, faying mafs inthe chief church, after the confe- 
cration of the bread, being with my eyes fhut at that mental 
prayer, which the church of Rome callieth “ the Memento 
for their dead,” therecame from behind the altar a moufe, 
which running about, came to the very bread or wafer-god of 
the Papifts, and taking it in his mouth, ran away with it, not 
being perceived by any of the people who were at mafs, for 
that the altar was high, by reafon of the fteps going up to it, 
and the people far beneath. But as foon as I opened my eyes to 
goon with my mafs, and perceived my god ftolen away, I 
Jooked ahout the altar, and faw the moufe running away with its 

which on a fudden did fo ftupify me, that I knew not well what 
to do or fay, and calling my wits together, I thought that if [ 
fhould 
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fhould take no notice of the mifchance, and any body elfeia 
the church fhould, I might jaftly be queftioned by the Inquifi- 
tion; but if I fhould call to the people to look for the facra~ 
ment, then I might but be chid and rebuked for my careleflaefs, 
which of the two I thought would be more eafily borne, thaa 
the rigour of the Inquifition, Whereupon, not knowing what 
the people had feen, I turned myfelf unto them, and called 
them unto the altar, and told them plainly, that while I was in 
my memento prayers and meditations, a moufe had carried away 
the facrament, and that [knew not what to do, unlefs they 
would help me to find itoutagain. ‘The people called a priedt 
that was at hand, who prefently brought in more of his coat, 
and as if their god by this had been eaten up, they prefently 
prepared to find out the thief, as if they would eat up the 
moufe, that had fo affaulted and abufed their god; they lighted 
candles and torches, to find out the malefaCtor in his fecret and 
hidden places of the wall; and after much fearching and en- 
quiry for the facrilegious beaft, they found at laft ina hole of 
the wall thefacrament half eaten up, which with great joy they 
took out, and as if the ark had been brought again from the 
Philiftines to the Ifraelites, fo they rejoiced for their new-found 
god, whom, with many people, now reforted to the church, with 
many lights of candles and torches, with joyful and folema 
mufic, they carried about the church in proceflion. Mpyfelf 
was prefent upon my knees, fhaking and quivering for what 
might be done unto me, and expecting my doom and judg 
ment ; and as the facrament pafied by me, I obferved in it the 
marks and figns of theteeth of the moufe, as they are to be 
feen ina piece of cheefe gnawnand eatenby it. 

“ This ftruck me with fuch horror, that I cared not, at that 
prefent, whether I had been torn ina thoufand pieces for deny~ 
ing publicly that moufe-eaten god. I called to my bef me- 
mory all philofophy concerning {ubftance and accident, and re- 
folved within myfelf, that what I faw gnawn, was notan acci- 
dent, but fome real fubftance eaten and devoured by that ver= 
min, which certainly was fed and nourifhed by what it had ea- 
ten, and philofophy well teacheth, /ub/fantic cil i (non accidentis) 
convertitur in fubflantiam aliti, the fub{tance (not the accident 
of the food or meat) is converted and turned into the fubftance 
of the thing fed by it and alimented; now here 1 knew that 
this moufe had fed upon fome fubftance, or elfe how could the 
marks of the teeth fo plainly appear? But no papi will be 
willing to anfwer that it fed upon the fubftance of Chrift’s 
body ; ergo, by good confequence it follows that it fed upon the 
9 fubitance 
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fubftance of bread; and fo tranfubftantiation here in my judgs 
ment was confuted bya moufe; which mean and bafe creature 
God chofe to convince me of my former errors, and made. me 
mow refolve upon what, many years before, I had doubted, that 
certainly the point of tranfub{tantiation taught by the church 
of Rome, is moft damnable and erroneous; for befide what 
before I have obferved, it contradi€teth that philofophica] axiom 
teaching that duo contradiloria non poffunt fimul & femel de eodem 
verificari, two contradictories cannot at once, and at the felf- 
fame time, be faid and verified of the fame thing; but here it 
was fo; for here,in Rome’s judgment and opinion, Chrift’s 
body was gnawn and eaten, and at the fame time, the fame 
body in another place, and upon another altar, in the hands of 
another prieft, was not eaten and guawn: Therefore here are 
two contradictories verified of the fame body of Chriit: To 
wit, it was eaten and gnawn, and it was not eaten and gnawn, 
Thefe impreffions at that time were fo great in me, that I re- 
folved within mylclt, taat bread really and truly was eaten upon 
that altar, and by no means Chrift’s glorious body, which isin 
Heaven, and cannot be upon earth fubje@ to t.e hunger or 
violence of acreature. Here again, I defired with godly Da- 
vid, that I might have the wings of a dove, to fly into my coun- 
try of England, and there be fatisfied upon this point, and be 
atreftof confcience. Herel refolved that if 1 had been quef- 
tioned for my careleflnefs, or for my contempt of that Rowifh 
facrament (which I thought would be the judgment of the 
Spaniards, who knew me to be an Englifhman born) that! 
would facrifice willingly my life for the Proteftant truth, which 
as yet | had been no otherwife taught, but by that fpirit, which 
(as Solomon well obferveti) in aman is the candle of the 
Lord. I conceived here that this was fome comfort to my 
foul, which my good God.would afford me in the way of my 
travelling to Canaan, that! might more willingly bear what- 
foever crofles yet might befail mein my way and journey to 
England. The event of this accident was not any trouble 
that fell upon me for it; for indeed the Spaniards attributedit 
unto the carelefinefs of bim, who had care of the altars in the 
church, znd not to any contemptin meto the facrament. The 


part of the wafer that was left after the moufe had filled her 
belly, was laid up after the folemn proceffion about the church, 
in a tabernacle for that purpofe, that afterward it might be 
ecten up by fome hungry prieft. And becaufe fuch a high 
contempt had been oticred by a contemptible vermin to their 


bread-god, it was commanded through Porto Bello that days 
that 
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that all the people fhould humble themfelves and mourn, and 
faft with bread and water only. Although I fawI was not 
queftioned for the cafe, yet I feared where there were fo many 
foldiers and foreign people, that by fome or other I might be 
mifchiefed out of their blind zeal, wherefore I thought it not 
amifs for a day or twoto keep within my lodging.” 

On his return to England, he heard of the death of his father 
who had diftributed all his fortune. among his other fons anda 
daughter, without taking the leaft notice of him, fo that Tho- 
mas Gage was rendered dependent on his brothers and fifters 
for fupport, and thefe were all rigid Catholics. Still, however; 
the fcruples raifed in his mind were not to be fupprefled. He 
afterward went to Rome; having procured letters of recom= 
mendation to feveral of the cardinals there. When he had 
been there fone time, he determined to vifit the famous fhrine 
of the Virgin Mary at Loretto; his motives for which journey 
and the confequences of it, he thus relates : 

«I bethought myfelf further, that I would try one way, 
which was, to feeif I could find out a miracle; which might 
give me better fatisfa&tion of the Romith rel:gion, than the 
former experience of my life had done, and the lives of the 
priefts, cardinals, and all fuch with whom I had lived in Spain 
and America. I had heard much of a picture of our lady of 
Loretto, and read in a book of miracles, or lies, concerning the 
fame, that whofoever prayed before that piture in the ftate of 
mortal fin, the picture would difcover the fin in the foul by 
biufhing and by fweating. Nowl framed this argument to 
myfelf, that it was a great fin, the fin of unbelief, or to waver 
and ftagger in points of faith; but in me (according to the 
tenets of Rome) was this fin, for I could not believe the point 
of tranfubftantiation, and many other ; therefore, if the 
miracles which were printed of the forefaid lady of Loretto 
were true, and not lies, certainly fhe would blufh and {weat, 

when fuch an unbelieveras I prayed beforeher. To make 
this trial I went purpofely to Loretto, and kneeling down before 
God, not with any faith I had in the pidture, I prayed earneftly 
to the true fearcher of all hearts, that in hisfon Jefus Chrift 
he would mercifully look upon me a wretched finner, and in- 
{pire and enlighten me with his {pirit of truth, for the good and 
falvation of my foul. In my prayer had a fixed and fettled 
eye upon the lady’s picture, but could not perceive that fhe cid 
either {weat or bluth, wherewith Iarofe up from my knees, 
much comforted and encouraged in my refolution to renounce 
and abandon popery, and faying within myfelf as I went out of 
Vou, XXI. 525. 2D the 
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the church, furely if my lady neither fweat nor blufh, all is 
well with me, andI am in a good way for falvation, and the 
miracles written of her are but lies. Withthis I refolved to 
follow the truth in fome Proteftant church in France, and to 
relinquith error and fuperftition. Upon which good purpofe of 
mine, I prefently perceived the God of ‘Truth did fmile, with 
what I heard he was ordering in England by anarmy of Scot- 
jand, raifed for reformation, and by a new Parliament called 
to Weftminfter, at which I faw the Papifts and Jefuits there 
began to tremble, and to fay that it would blaft all their defigns 
and all their hopes of fettling popery.” 

After his fecond return to England, he publicly embraced 
the Proteftant faith, and preached his recantation fermonat St, 
Paul’s, which was printed, but a copy of it I never could pro- 
cure. Being then refcued from the fhackles of celibacy, he 
married, and received from the Parliament the benefice of Deal 
in Kent, about the year 1650. The reader will find a farther 
account of him and his family in Lodge’s Peerage of Ireland, 
vol. V. page 211. Iam in poffeffion of a fine portrait of his 
daughter Penelope, who was my mother’s grandmother, painted 
by Sir Peter Lely. 

I am, Sir, 


Your very humble fervant, 


J. PAYNE, 
Marfoam-fireet, February 10, 1792+ 





ORIGIN of th STATUTE of MORTMAIN. 


WW the flourifhing times of Popery, the clergy, ever fince 
the introduction of Chriftianity into this ifland, had been 
accumulating land and riches; infomuch, that they had {welled, 
what was at firft but a mole-hill, intoa huge mountain. The 
enormous bulk of their poffeflions in the 13th century, and 
what they. were daily acquiring from the miftaken charity of 
that age, made it juftly fulpicious, that they might, in another 
century, engrofs the whole. Befide, it was well known that 
whatever lands they gained this way, they were from hence 
torward unalienable, and a dead band was laid on them for ever. 
The laity had been Jong defirous to ftem this torrent; but 
they wanted a King of fufficient refolution to defpife the thun- 
der of the Vatican, and effeCtually to put a ftop to thofe dan- 
gerous proceedings. Such a King they found in that magna- 
. nimous 
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nimous Prince Edward the Firft, who, in the year 1279, fume 
moned a Parliament for that exprefs purpofe. When he made 
the propofal, it was received by the laity with univerial joy 5 
and the clergy durft not oppofe it, left a heavier blow fhould 
fall upon them. In fine it was enacted, “ that from heice- 
forth none fhould either give, fell, bequeath, or change any 
lands, tenements, or rents, to any religious body, without li- 
cence from the King for that purpofe.”—This ftatute was 
called the ftatute of mortmain ; becaufe it was intended to pre- 
vent eftates from falling into dead hands; that is, hands of no 
fervice to the King or the public, without hopes of ever 
changing their owners. 

Sir William Blackftone, fpeaking of this ftatute, fays, * it 
clofed the great gulph in which all the landed property of the 
kingdom was in danger of being {wallowed up.” 





4 BEF LEC TFI ON. 
E is the trueft Chriftian and the beft man, who does the 
moft good, and has the leaft malevolence in his heart. 
"Thefe are more fatisfactory proofs of being genuine difciples of 
Chrift than the moft rigid profeffion of certain principles, fup= 
pofed to be founded on Scripture. 





A HINT @# the MARRIED. 


N Italian author, of confiderable reputation, has ob- 

. ferved, that one of the principal caufes of the fuperiority 
of the Jefuits, while they exited, to all other exifting commu- 
nities, was the never-fuiling propriety of their attentions to 
eachother. “ The Jefuits,” fays he,“ with whom none can 
vie in the pleafures of civil life, were exceedingly attentive to 
appear tocach other inthe moft amiable light. The polite 
behaviour of the firft day was uniformly preferved by tuem 
during the many years that they continued together; fo that 
the honey-moon of their confociation, if this expreflion may 
be allowed, Jafted for their lives. This reciprocal com- 
plaifance, at firft merely adopted, improved, by habit, intoa 
folid and uninterrupted harmony, which even their numerous 
enemies allowed to be the foundation of that fuperior reputa- 
tion by which they eclipfed all the other orders.” Ye lords of 
the creation—ye fair, to whofe foft domination thefe orcs un- 
reluctantly fubmit—be Jefuits in this inftance, at leaft,and 
matrimony and happinefs may yet be fynonymous, 

2D2 For 






















































ei2 THE WEEKLY ENTERTAINER. 
For the WEEKLY ENTERTAINER. 
4 SPECIMEN of ORTHOGRAPHY. 


Cr Ples to Jet the Man have the g hunderd of Bord Its hj 
Boght of you mondy laft & Ples to Sendme a Not with the 
Bord of the Meferand what the Bord do Coft In fo doing hi 
Remaine yr Cr 





Anfwer, by F. M, A. near Sherborne, to T. Giles’s Enigma, ina 
ferted December 24. 


OU are certainly right, Sir, in what you have faid, 
When we SLEEP we do greatly refemble the dead, 


*{* We have received the like anfwer from William 
Hooper, and W. Brewer, of Taunton; S. Hill, near Daw. 
lith; W. Bawden, and Eremita, of Wefton Zoyland; Tho- 
mas Croggan, and R. Uren junior, of Grampound; J. Bul- 
gin, of Caftle Carey; J. Traer, and E. Giddy, of Truro; 
W. Sinkins, of Dodbrook ; Tyro, of St. Auftell; S. Phillips, 
of Mr. Tucker’s fchool, Penryn; J. L. Clarke, of Honiton; 
T. Eames, near Ilminfter; P. Gove, of Exon; G. S, and 
Juventus, near Wivelifcombe ; T. Walker, of Hemyvuck; 
and T. Walker, near Wivelifcombe, 





Anfwer, by E. Giddy, of Truro, to Curiofus’s Charade, inferted 
December 24, 


] AY-BUG’s the infect which you mean, 


. That in the fummer’s often feen. 





4 QUESTION, ly W. Upjohn, of Shaftefbury. 


DMITTING the periphery of the bafe of a circular 

tower = 75+3984 yards, required the difference of the 

top and bottom diameter, at the height of 66 feet from the 

furface, fuppofing the fides of the edifice are built exactly ina 

perpendicular direction, and the diameter of the earth = 
7960 miles. 


4n ANAGRAM, 








ete ee 

















° THE WEEKLY ENTERTAINER. 213 
4n ANAGRAM, by F. Bulgin, of Caftle Carey. 
Town in Kent if you tranfpofe ; 
| Its hi A meafure, Sir, it will cifclofe 5 
th . Once more tranfpofe, and it will tell, 
‘oi we An Englith tree that’s known full well ; 
oing hi One letter change, tranfpofe again, 
A female then you will obtain, 
MA, ihe 4 CHARADE, ty F. K. C. near Wells, 
: Y firft to ftudy is inclin’d, 
¢; M That fweet Cadliniaaal of the mind! 
dae Whofe penetrating pow’rs difplay 
Villian The myftic path, which leads the way 
- Da To learning’s ever pleafing bow’r ; 
; The There glide away the ling’ring hour 
] B L Unheeded; while her magic charms, 
Tienes The fting of ranc’rous care aifarms 3 
>hillips, There, wrapt in folitary veil, 
oniton, The drooping mufe refumes her artlefs tale ! 
S. and Hail! thou my next, with learning crown’d, 
ayuck j For fkill and knowledge much renown’d; 
On whofe vaft worth each age and nation, 
Have fhower’d down peals of approbation 5 
To thy fuperior wifdom now, 
inferted Fair Albion’s fons fubmiffive bow. 
Long may thy Jaurell’d temples grace 
' Our ifle, pofleis’d of health and peace, 
' That while our foes midft carnage foam, 
i Britons may prize their happinefs at home. 
—— Now for my whole, which is with man 
I Throughout his thort liv’d earthly fpan; 
i (And what alas! is mortal life 
! : But one continued round of ftrife) 
ircular | Today, perhaps, it gives him pleafure, 
of the To-morrow grief beyond all meafure 5 
m the For as his life or good or badis, 
ly ina So it a blefling or a curfe is; 
rth = May we then range our actions fo, 
M, That we its pangs may never, never know ! 
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POET R Y. 


For the WEEKLY ENTERTAINER. 


Lines infcribed tothe Mafter of the happieft Cottage in 


England. 


I S Happinefs, coy nymph, to courts confined? 
Dwells fhe in glens, remov’d from gay mankind? 
Equal is feen and chas’d the flying maid 

In courts of kings, as in the rural fhade: 

Ever on wing, all fprightly, debonair, 

Ghoft-like is here, and there, and every where; 
Carefles now the lord of acres large, 

The peaceful tenant is anon her charge; 

But, like the vain and contradi€tory fair, 

Who courts her leaft is fure to be her care. 

Thus, moft capricioufly, behold fhe roves 

And ftops at unambitious *****’s groves. 

Wie he detains her by a forceful tye, 

Uniting to her fire, Economy. 

Thefe hold the fway: There gaudy follies fade, 
And quiet halcyons feek his grotto’s fhade. 

The blufhing Spring there {trews her flow’rets gay, 
There Summer pleafes e’en in Sirius’ ray, 
Autumn’s rich fheaves engage the village toil, 

And blazing hearths make rigid Winter fmile. 


Hail, happy man! reft long in polifh’d eafe, 
Pleas’d in thyfelf, and willing all to pleafe: 
Whether thou draw’ ft the pencil, or the quill, 
(The lifter arts, obedient to thy will) 

Both charm alike, and gild the flying hours, 
While thy all-lovely Clara’s tuneful pow’rs, 
Awake the Teian ftrings delightful treat, 

And all Olympus crowns thy rural feat. p 
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ZSONG om the TIMES, 
ERE’s a health to right honeft John Buil, 


When he’s gone, we fhan’t have fuch another 5 


And with hearts and with glaffes brim full, 
Here’s a health to Old England, his mother. 


She gave him a good education, 

Bade him keep to his Church and his King, 
Be loyal and true to the nation, 

And then go be merry and fing. 


Now John isa very good fellow, 
Induftrious, honeft, and brave 5 

Not afraid of his betters when mellow, 
Since betters he knows he fhould have. 


For there muft be fine lords and fine ladies, 
There mutft be fome little, fome great ; 

Their wealth the fupply of our trade is, 
Our hands the fupport of their ftate. 


Some are born for the court and the city, 
And fome forthe village and cot; 

But oh ! ’twere a dolorous ditty, 
If all become equal in lot. 


If our fhips had no pilots to fteer, 

What would come of Poor Jack in the fhrouds? 
Or our troops no commanders to fear, 

They’d foon be arm’d robbers in crowds, 


Then the plough and the loom muft ftand ftill, 
If they made of us gentlemen all ; 

Or all clodhoppers—then who would fill 
The parliament, pulpit, and hall? 


Rights of Man make a very fine found, 
Equal Rights is a very fine tale ; 
But whofe labour would then till the ground, 
All would drink—but who'd brew the beft ale ? 


When half naked, half ftarv’d in the ftreet, 
We were wandering about fans culottes, 
Would Equality go fetch us meat, 
Or Liberty lengthen our coats ? 
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That knaves are for levelling, no wonder, 
*Tis eafy to guefs at their views; 

Tis they would get all by the p under, 
*Tis they who have nothing to lofe. 


Then away, fuch nonfenfical ftuff, 

Full of treafon, confufion, and blood ; 
Ev’ry Briton has freedom enough 

To be happy as long as he’s good. 


To be rul’d by a merciful King, 
To be guarded by juries and laws, 
And when the work’s finith’d, to fing, 
“ This, this is true Liberty’s caufe.’”” 


Then halloo, boys! halloo, boys! for ever, 
For juft fuch a nation are we; 

Tis our pleafure—O may it ceaf? never, 
*Tis our pride to be loyal and free. 











To INNOCENCE, 
By Peter Pinpar, Ef. 


EAR Innocence, where’er thou deign’ft to dwell, 
The pleafures fport around tay fimple cell ; 
The fong of Nature melts from grove to grove 5 
Perpetual funthine fits upon thy vale ; 
Content and ruddy Health thy hamlet hail,' 
And Echo waits upon the voice of Love. 


But where—but where is fcowling Guilt’s abode ? 
The fpeét’red heath, and Danger’s cavern’d road 5 
The thuffing monfter treads with panting breath— 
The cloud-wrapp’d ftorm infulting roars around, 
Fear pales him at the thunder’s awful found. 
He ftares with horror on the flath of death. 


He calls on Darknefs “ith affright, 
And bids her pour her decpeft night ; 
Her clouds impenetrable bring, 

And hide him with her raven wing ! 


Are thefe the pictures? Then I need not mufe, 
Nor gape, nor ponder which to choole— 

Oh Innocence ! this i. ftant I’m thy flave— 
What but the greatelt fool would be a knave? 

















